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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed December 19, 2005. Claims 1- 
24 are pending in this application. 

2. The cross reference related to the application cited in the specification must be updated 
(i.e., update the relevant status, with PTO serial numbers or patent numbers where appropriate, 
on the preliminary amendment filed April 09, 2002. Correction is required. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Applicants' IDS, filed January 16, 2006, has been received, entered into the record, 
and considered. See attached form PTO 1449. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cohen et al. 
(U.S. 6,178,511) in view ofTran (U.S. 6,505,238). 
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As to claim 1, Cohen teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system 
for use in a first application concurrently operating together with a plurality of network 
compatible applications (see the Abstract and coL2, line 24-coL3, line 16), comprising: 

an entitlement processor (an authentication module 21) for enabling user (a given user) 
access (access) to a first application (a particular application) of a plurality of concurrently 
operating applications (applications) in response to validation (authenticates) of user 
identification information (information about users, username, password) (see fig. 2 and the 
accompanying text beginning at col.4, line 36); 

a communication processor employed by the first application of the plurality of 
concurrently operating applications for intermittently communicating an activity indication being 
generated in response to user action and being communicated sufficiently often (see fig. 5 and the 
graphical user interfiuce discussion beginning at col. 6, line 19) during normal operation of the 
first application by the managing application in response to the timeout window being exceeded 
(see the timeout discussion beginning at colli, line 35). 

While Cohen teaches define either minimum_ timeout or maximum Jimeout, Cohen does 
not specifically teach prevent an inactivity timeout. 

Tran teaches prevent an inactivity timeout (see the monitoring timeout condition 
discussion beginning at col. 9, line 43). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Tran and Cohen because Tran's teaching would 
have provided the capability for remotely logging to a network's server via a web browser over 
the Internet and providing secure access to a user's particular desktop. 
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As to claim 2, Tran teaches intermittently communicating an activity indication prevents 
an inactivity timeout of the plurality of concurrently operating applications of a particular user 
initiated session (see the monitoring timeout condition discussion beginning at col9, line 43), 

As to claim 3, Cohen teaches the communication processor stores a plurality of activity 
indications and sends the plurality of activity indications as a batch to the managing application 
(see col. 6, lines 38-59). 

As to claim 4, Cohen teaches the normal operation comprises application operation 
exclusive of abnormal operation comprising an application failure (see the rc_success, rc_error 
discussion beginning at col 10, line 25) and the user action comprises, among other things, 
keyboard activity (col.6, lines 8-18). 

As to claim 5, Cohen teaches the first application and the managing application reside in 
the same PC and the activity indication notifies the managing application of activity by the first 
application and includes, among other things, a session identifier for identifying a particular user 
initiated session (col. 5, line 30-coL6, line 7). 

As to claim 6, Cohen teaches the communication processor intermittently communicates 
activity indications to the managing application using a plurality of different commands 
including an activity notification command and a command involving, among other things, 
determining a user operation session identifier from the managing application (col. 5, lines 30- 
40). 

As to claim 7, Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates to the 
managing application a request to receive an activity indication associated with the first 
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application and maintained by the managing application, the activity indication indicating time 
since the last activity update (col. 8, lines 45-67), 

As to claim 8, Cohen teaches individual applications of the plurality of concurrently 
operating applications independently intermittently communicate an activity indication to the 
managing application (coL6, line 60'Col. 7, line 20) and a browser application providing a user 
interface display permitting user entry of identification information for validation by the 
entitlement processor (see fig. 5 and the graphical user interface discussion beginning at col.6, 
line 19.) 

As to claim 9, Cohen teaches the communication processor commimicates a time-out 
threshold value comprising the timeout window to the managing application (see the timeout 
discussion beginning at colli, line 35), 

As to claim 10, the rejection of claim 1 above is incorporated herein in full. 
Additionally, Cohen further teaches: 

a comparator for comparing individual activity status indicators with corresponding time- 
out threshold values to identify an application time-out event indicated by a status indicator 
exceeding said time-out threshold (see fig5)\ and 

an activity monitor for updating individual activity status indicators, corresponding to 
said plurality of concurrently operating applications, in response to said received activity 
indications (col8, lines 45-62) 

As to claim 11, Cohen teaches the activity indications received by the input processor are 
provided in response to a user action (col6, lines 10-13) and the user action comprises, among 
other things, keyboard activity (coL6, lines 8-18). 
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As to claim 12, Cohen teaches an activity status indicator comprises a time indication 
identifying when activity of a particular application was last reported, and the time-out threshold 
comprises a predetermined time duration and the managing application determines the particular 
application to be inactive if the time indication exceeds the time-out threshold (see the timeout 
discussion beginning at colli, line 35). 

As to claim 13, refer to claim 6 above for rejection. 

As to claim 14, Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates notice of the 
application time-out event to applications of the plurality of concurrently operating applications 
that have previously requested a notification of session termination (col6, lines 1-7). 

As to claim 15, Cohen teaches the communication processor communicates notice of the 
application time-out event in response to, among other things, a received communication from an 
appUcation session having previously produced a time-out event (col 5, line 59-col6, line 7). 

As to claim 16, Cohen teaches the activity indication includes, among other things, an 
identification of particular user initiated session (col5y line 30'Col.6, line 7). 

As to claim 17, Cohen teaches a common timeout period for the plurality of concurrently 
operating applications (see the timeout discussion beginning at colli, line 35). 

As to claim 18, Cohen teaches a predetermined default value for the time-out threshold 
values (col6, lines 1-7), 

As to claim 19, the rejection of claim 1 above is incorporated herein in full. 
Additionally, Cohen further teaches a browser application (see fig 5 and the graphical user 
interface discussion beginning at col 6, line 19). 



Application/Control Number: 09/8 1 7,322 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2194 

As to claim 20, Cohen teaches the activity indication notification includes, among other 
things, an identification of particular user initiated session (coL5, line 30'CoL6, line 7). 

As to claim 21, Cohen teaches a common timeout period is used as the inactivity timeout 
for the plurality of concurrently operating applications (see the timeout discussion beginning at 
colli, line 35), 

As to claim 22, it includes the same subject matter as in claim 10, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 

As to claim 23, note the rejection of claim 1 above. Claim 23 is the same as claim 1, 
except claim 23 is a method claim and claim 1 is a system claim. 

As to claim 24, it includes the same subject matter as in claim 10, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

5. AppHcanfs arguments filed December 19, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that (a) claim 1 recites a system for use in a 
first application. . .These features are not shown or suggested in Cohen and Iran; (b) the rejection 
on page 3 incorrectly states that Tran (with Cohen) teaches a system able to "prevent an 
inactivity timeout of said first application being initiated during normal operation of said first 
application by a managing application in response to a timeout window being exceeded; (c) the 
Cohen with Tran system does not suggest a "first application" of a plurality of concurrently 
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operating applications for intermittently communicating an activity indication" generated "in 
response to user action" to a "managing application" to "prevent an inactivity timeout" of the 
first application being initiated during normal operation of said first application; (d) independent 
claim 10 recites a system for use by a managing application. . .These features are not shown or 
suggested in Cohen with Tran; (e) Cohen with Tran does not show an activity monitor for 
updating individual activity status indicators, corresponding to said plurality of concurrently 
operating applications, in response to said received activity indications; and (f) Cohen with Tran 
fails to suggest a comparator for comparing individual. 

Examiner respectfully traverses Applicant's remarks. 

As to point (a), Applicant simply points out what is broadly recited in claim 1 and asserts 
that "these features are not shown or suggested in Cohen and Tran". This response by Applicant 
is insufficient to satisfy the requirement of specific argimient to have the claims considered for 
patentability; in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 1 1 Applicant must distinctly and specifically 
point out "how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them fi-om the references". 

As to point (b), Tran's timeout as discussed, beginning at col.9, line 43 (e,g., the timeout 
condition is used to prevent the search from stalling at an unaccessible location.,, control and set 
limits on the remore access to a network) in combination with Cohen meets the limitations as 
claimed. 

As to point (c), the references do teach the recited claim limitations. As shown through 
the mapping provided in the claim rejections, the combination of Cohen and Tran meets the 
respective recited limitations in the claims as set forth in the previous Office Action. 
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As to point (d), again, Applicant simply points out what is broadly recited in claim 10 and 
asserts that "these features are not shown or suggested in Cohen with Tran". This response by 
Applicant is insufficient to satisfy the requirement of specific argument to have the claims 
considered for patentability; in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 1 1 AppUcant must distinctly and 
specifically point out "how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them firom the 
references". 

As to point (e), Cohen teaches an activity monitor for updating individual activity status 
indicators, corresponding to said plurality of concurrently operating applications, in response to 
said received activity indications (e.g., modifies data; col.8, lines 45-62). 

As to point (f), Cohen teaches a comparator for comparing individual (e.g., GUI screen 
identifying the systems/applications for a particular user; see fig. 5,) 

Accordingly, the combination of Cohen and Tran meets all the limitations as broadly 
claimed by Applicant. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppUcant is reminded of the extension of 

time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi'om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



7. Any inquiry or a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: (571) 272-2100. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VAN H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 



The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM 
6:00PM. The examiner can also be reached on alternative Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM THOMSON can be reached at (571) 272-3718. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for patents 

PO Box 1450 A J 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 p \\ / 



Contact Information 



272-3765. 



Van H. Nguyen 




